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of the laws of any state or territory. Held, that suicide is not a crime under 
the statutes of this state. 

One who actually accomplishes the commission of suicide is not guilty of an 
attempt to commit suicide. Royal Circle v. Achterrath (111.), 68 N. E. 492. 

The opinion in this case will repay careful perusal by all who are interested 
in proving that a clause of forfeiture in an insurance benefit certificate is void 
in the event of the happening of the contingency provided against. We note 
the case for their benefit. 



Personal Representatives — Domestic and Foreign Administrators — 
Payments To. — A savings bank is protected in paying moneys to a foreign ad- 
ministrator of the depositor's estate, on presentation of a certified copy of his 
letters and the passbook, as against a subsequent claim to the moneys by a do- 
mestic administrator of the same estate. 

This is so, notwithstanding the administrator appointed in this state had re- 
ceived his letters before the money was paid, but had neglected for several 
months thereafter to make demand at the bank or to notify it of his appoint- 
ment. 

The record of appointment in the surrogate's office does not, in such a case, 
amount to constructive notice thereof to the bank. Maas v. German Samngs 
Bank (Ct. App. N. Y.), 30 New York Law Journal, 707. 

Per Haight, J. : 

" The succession to, and the distribution of, the estate of an intestate is gov- 
erned by the law of the domicile, and where an administrator has been ap- 
pointed and has properly qualified in the state of the domicile, he is vested 
with power to receive payment of the debts owing to the intestate, and to take 
possession of the assets and give proper acquittances therefor wherever the 
debtors or the holders of the assets may be, within or without the state. But 
where the debtor or the holder of the assets is in a foreign jurisdiction and the 
debts are not paid or the assets surrendered to the administrator of the place of 
the domicile of the decedent, the courts of the foreign jurisdiction will not en- 
force the recovery of such debts or assets until the administrator has procured 
ancillary letters or a new administrator has been appointed under the laws of 
the place where the debts exist or the assets may be. ( Matter of Prout, 128 N. Y. 
70-74; Parson* v. Lyman, 20 N. Y. 103; Petersen v. Chemical Bank, 32 N. Y. 21 ; 
Matter of Estate of Butler, 38 N. Y. 397; Despard v. Churchill, 53 N. Y. 192; 
Matter of Hughes, 95 N. Y. 55; Vroom, Administratrix v. Van Home, 10 Paige's 
Ch. 549; Appeal of Cray, Jr., 116 Pa. St. 256-262; Wilkins v. Ettett, 9 Wall. 740; 
Wilkins v. Ellett, 108 U. S. 256; Matter of Election of Cape May, &c, hi N. J. 
Law, 78-82; Schluter v. Bowery Savings Bank, 117 N. Y. 125). In the latter 
case, Earl, J., in answering the claim that the administrator derived his author- 
ity from the State of New Jersey, and that a payment could not legally be made 
to him, says: 'Payment to the personal representative is good, because at the 
death of the intestate he becomes entitled to all his personal property wherever 
situated, and having the legal title thereto, he can demand payment of choses 
in action; and a payment to him made anywhere, in the absence of any conflict- 
ing claim existing at the time, is valid. It is true that if the defendant had de- 
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clined payment the foreign administrator could not have brought action in this 
state to enforce it. But a voluntary payment to such an administrator has al- 
ways been held valid. Therefore, in receiving this payment, Mr. Knittel was 
the representative of the deceased, and able to give an effectual discharge to the 
defendant.' In that case a will of the decedent was subsequently found and ad- 
mitted to probate. It was, however, held that the letters of administration 
theretofore issued were not void, and, until they were revoked, persons dealing 
with the administraton in good faith were protected. It is thus apparent that 
the administrator of the domicile was vested with the power to collect all of the 
outstanding debts owing to the intestate, and that where payments were made 
to him in good faith the debt was discharged. So far all of the authorities ap- 
pear to be in accord. This narrows the discussion to the question arising out of 
the fact that an adminis'rator had been appointed in this state before the ad- 
ministratoi of the domicile had applied for and obtained the deposit in the de- 
fendant bank. 

It is contended on behalf of the plaintiff that the defendant had constructive 
notice of the appointment of an administrator in this state, arising out of the 
fact that the appointment of the plaintiff was a matter of record in the surro- 
gate's office. We, however, are not inclined to adopt this view. Such a rule 
would seriously interfere with the collection of debts, and would become exceed- 
ingly burdensome to debtors. It might be impossible for them to determine 
the counties in the state in which the decedent had personal property. It 
would, therefore, become necessary for them to examine the records of every 
surrogate's office in the state in order to determine whether an administrator 
had been appointed." 

See 4 Virginia Law Register, 331, and note to 45 Am. St. Rep. 664. 



Constitutional Law— Insurance Statutes — Equity Jurisdiction — Lib- 
erty to Contract. — Iowa Code, sees. 1754, 1755, prohibiting combinations be- 
tween fire insurance companies doing business in the state in relation to rates, 
agents' commissions, or the manner of transacting business in the state, and pro- 
viding for the revocation by the state auditor of the permits of &ny companies 
found to have violated such prohibition, are not in violation of the provisions of 
the state constitution prohibiting the granting of special privileges and immuni- 
ties, and requiring that when they can be made applicable all laws shall be gen- 
eral and of uniform operation throughout the state. 

A court of equity, state or federal, has jurisdiction to enjoin the enforcement 
of an invalid law when its enforcement would cause loss of business, expense 
and hardships to complainant, and result in irreparable injury. 

The provisions of Iowa Code, sec. 1 754, which make it unlawful for two or 
more fire insurance companies doing business in the state to enter into any agree- 
ment as to the amount of commissions to be allowed agents or as to 
the manner of transacting fire insurance business in the state, are in- 
valid as depriving insurance companies of the liberty to contract secured to all 
persons by the fourteenth constitutional amendment and of the equal protection 
of the laws. Greemmh Insurance Company v. Carroll (U. S. Circuit Court S. D., 
Iowa), 125 Fed. 121. 



